Abstract: During the war in Bosnia and Herzegovina (1992-1995) 
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, severe war crimes were committed, including even genocide. The war crimes, committed during the war in Bosnia and Herzegovina (BiH), have been processed at several different levels (from international to local). The paper focuses on the processing of war crimes committed in BiH before domestic, Bosnian courts and the contribution of these processes to the reconciliation process in BiH. We made an empirical research and collected data on the attitude of victims and, for the first time, of perpetrators of war crimes about three research domains: purpose and expectations from war crime processing, subjects' perception of the judicial system in BiH that processes war crimes, and perception of the past results of war crime processing in BiH.
The following conclusions were made: the subjects express their negative opinion about the proceedings; most subjects expect processing to reveal the truth and contribute to their prevention in the future; all the subjects have a negative opinion about judicial institutions that process war crimes in BiH; subjects believe that the punishments for the crimes do not achieve the purpose of punishing; processing contributed to easing victims' suffering but also helped convicts reject their psychological burden. Dževad Mahmutović, Vedad Gurda Sažetak: Tokom rata u BiH (1992 -1995 Dostavljen: 18.09.2013 . Revidiran: 26.11.2013 . Prihvaćen: 26.12.2013 .
INTRODUCTION
In the 1990s, in the former Yugoslavia, armed conflicts happened which were marked by the eruptions of violence, crimes, and violations of international norms related to human rights, including even genocide. The war crimes which were committed in Bosnia and Herzegovina (BiH) were especially severe. 1 We noticed that there is not an equivalent agreement of the research results in terms of the killed, exiled, wounded and raped persons, destroyed property etc.
On the basis of a rough estimate, we can conclude that, during the war in Bosnia and Herzegovina, one to two hundred thousand persons were killed and 1.5 to 2 million people was exiled. The territories were ethnically cleansed, the material damage is incalculable.
2 The facts about incidents which happened during the war can be established in several ways. One of them is the processing of war crimes. 3 However, besides establishing the truth, that is the formal (process) truth about the nature and character of same war invents, by processing war crimes we also intend to realise (classic) criminal law goals related to the prevention of new crimes by means Dževad Mahmutović, Vedad Gurda of punishing committers, promotion the rule of law, providing satisfaction for victims and encouraging reconciliation between committers and victims. Processing supports separations of individual from collective responsibility, which is also very important to reconciliation process on the territory where crimes were committed. In terms of the importance of war crime processing in building confidence between people and preventing new conflicts, it is evident that criminal processing subjects, working in war crime processing, bear burden of responsibility. 4 The definition of the effects of court procedures, meaning processing war crimes which happened in BiH on the processes of reconciliation between committers and victims will be analysed in this paper. However, it needs to be pointed out that this research did not include all court procedures lead so far but only those started and completed before domestic (BiH) judicature. This is important since a certain number of these crimes has been processed before the International Criminal Tribunal for the Former Yugoslavia (hereinafter called ICTY), but also before the courts of other countries in accordance to the principle of universal jurisdiction. (28 -2007, 31 -2008, 20 -2009 and 6 -2010 Table 1 shows that until February 2012, a total of 106 cases for war crimes committed in Bosnia in Herzegovina were completed in domestic courts. Out of all cases completed, 91 cases were completed by final conviction. Processes were stopped in two cases while 13 cases ended in acquittals.
Chart 1 shows cases completed in domestic courts.
Chart 1 Total Cases Completed
In terms of final convictions, we have to point out that 19 of them were completed by a settlement on confession between defendants and prosecutors, three of which were completed in local courts and 16 in the Court of Bosnia and Herzegovina.
80%
15% 5%
Total Cases Completed
Conviction (91) Acquittal (13) Dževad Mahmutović, Vedad Gurda
Chart 2 Phenomenology of war crimes processed in BiH
The analysis of phenomenology of war crimes which have been processed before the courts in BiH shows that the most frequent verdicts were for the crimes: This research is specific in terms of its subjects, made of victims and committers. The sample included 233 subjects. It was divided into two parts-one made of war crime convicts (n=72), and other made of war crime victims (n=161).
B. Measuring Instruments
The measuring instrument was made, which included n=13 variablesstatements. The subjects expressed their attitude about them by Likert Scale at five levels (I completely agree-I completely disagree). Variables define three research domains: purpose and expectations from war crime processing, subjects' perception about judicial system in Bosnia and Herzegovina which processes war crimes, and perception about the past results of war crime processing in Bosnia and Herzegovina. War crime processing is the only mechanism used to establish the truth about the war which is marked by war crimes in BiH. The research subjects believe that establishing the truth is the foundation on which reconciliation process in BiH should be built. Over 76.4% of convicts and 88.2% of victims agreed to the following statement: 'People will not reconcile until they find out the truth about what happened during the war'. Convicts again show consistent answers to the formulated statement that war crime trials shall enable reconciliation between peoples and diffuse ethnic tensions, meaning that half of them agree while another half disagrees with it. Victims mainly agree with this statement, but there are certain subjects (14%) who are indecisive when evaluating trails as the reconciliation factor.
C. Conducting the Research

The Effects of War Crime Processing before Domestic Courts on the Reconciliation Process in Bosnia and Herzegovina
B. Second Domain: Subjects' Perception about the Judicial System in Bosnia and Herzegovina that Processes War Crimes
The goals which are set to processing war crimes can be achieved only if the judicial system that processes them is just, impartial, independent, equipped (in terms of material and staff), and that the public has trust in it. We tested how the direct participants in the trials see the system which processes war crimes in Bosnia and Herzegovina through several statements, and the results are given in the following part. The subject subsamples mainly express negative attitudes towards the statement that the courts that process war crimes in Bosnia and Herzegovina are neutral and just. Seventy-two percent of convicts and 45 percent of victims do not agree with this statement. Only around 26% of victims and around 15% of convicts think that the courts are neutral and just. Over 65% of convicts think that this judicial system does not deserve trust, and over 30% of victims share this belief. Only 26% of convicts and somewhat less than 40% of victims trust the courts. Over 51% of convicts and 40% of victims agree with the statement that the judges are biased when it comes to the trials to the members of their own ethnic group. Both subsamples offered a large number of indecisive responses, while below one third of both subsamples disagree with this statement. A large majority of convicts (around 80%) and victims (around 54%) agree with the statement that judges are related to the authorities and they cannot or do not want to process the main persons in the social and political life, who committed war crimes. Such attitudes show that the applied sample of subjects largely doubts the independence of the judiciary in BiH.
C. Third Domain: Perception of the Past Results of Work on Processing War Crimes in Bosnia and Herzegovina
It is very important for individual reconciliation, which we believe should be the basic model of reconciliation in Bosnia and Herzegovina, to ease the individuals' suffering which they experienced when the crimes were committed. Trials should contribute to lowering the suffering of both victims and committers, thus encouraging reconciliation between them. The attitudes towards the statement that war crime trails shall ease victims' suffering are divided in such a way that 60% of victims expect their suffering to be reduced, after the trial is completed. Convicts mainly do not see a trial as a factor of easing victims' suffering, and 45% of them agree while the same percentage disagrees with this statement. Dževad Mahmutović, Vedad Gurda CONCLUSION Through an insight into all the research results we can conclude that subjects, by their attitudes about the contribution of domestic criminal proceedings to reconciliation between committers and victims of war crimes in BiH, express their negative opinion about the proceedings.
Most convicts and victims of war crimes expect processing to reveal the truth, and contribute to their prevention in the future.
These subsamples agree less when it comes to the contribution of processing to satisfying justice, building confidence, promoting reconciliation, reconciling between peoples and diffusing ethnic tensions. Victims' responses are mainly aimed at positive contribution, while convicts' responses are equally divided into positive, negative and indecisive.
In addition, almost an entire sample, regardless of their belonging to a certain category (victim-committer (convict)), have a negative opinion about judicial institutions that process war crimes in Bosnia and Herzegovina. Especially negative attitudes were given by convicts, who mainly think that these institutions are not neutral and just, that they cannot be trusted, that they are corrupted, and that they do not process the leading persons from the public and political life, believed to be the most responsible for war crimes. Over fifty percent of victims agree with such attitudes.
Besides this, subjects' perception of justness of the punishment show that the punishments for the crimes do not achieve the purpose of punishing, but that war crime processing is necessary for their prevention in the future.
However, along with negative attitudes regarding war crime processing, we also obtained the answers that processing significantly contributed to easing victims' suffering, but also helped convicts reject their psychological burden.
On the basis of the research results, it is possible to reject the formulated hypothesis that "War crime processing before Bosnia and Herzegovina courts supports reconciliation", which does not give enough optimism when it comes to the contribution of domestic criminal procedures for war crimes in reconciliation between committers and victims of war crimes in BiH.
